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DEBATE IX THE SENATE.

PROSPECTIVE PRE-EMPTI- BILL.

Mr. Clay's remarks concluded.'

Friday, January 29, 1841.

Mr. Clay again addressed the Senate, in

continuation of his speech of yesterday:
It is not my intention to inflict upon the

Senate even a recapitulation of the heads
of argument which I had the honor to ad-

dress to it yesterday. On one collateral
point I desire to supply an omission as to
the trade between this country and France.
I stated the fact that, according to the re-

turns of the imports and exports, there ex-

isted an unfavorable balance against the
United States, amounting, exclusively of
what is to seventeen millions
of dollars; but I omitted another important
fact, namely, that, by the laws of France,
there is imposed on the raw material im-

ported into that kingdom a duty of twenty
francs on every hundred killogrammes,
eaual to about two cents per pound on
American cotton, at the present market
price. Now what is the fact as to the com-

parative rate of duties in the two coun
tries? France imposes on the raw product
(which is the mere commencement ot yalue
in articles which when wrought and finally
touclred, will be worth two or three hundred
fold) a duty of near twenty-fiv- e per cent,
while we admit, free of duty, or with nom
inal duties, costly luxuries, the product of
French industry and taste, wholly unsuscep-
tible of anv additional value by any cxer
tinn of American skill and industry. In
anv thins I have said on this occasion, m
thin" is further from my intention than to
titter one word unfriendly to r ranee, un
the contrary, it has been always my dc- -

tsiro to sec our trade with France increased
and extended upon terms of reciprocal ben-

efit. With that view, I was in favor of an
Arrangement in the tariff of 1832, by which
silks imported into the United Mates trom

the Cane ot Good Hope were
charced with a duty'of ten percent, high
cr than those brought from France and
countries this side of the Cape, especially
to encourage the commerce with r ranee,

While speaking
.

of France, allow me to
.LI I. !

make an observation, aiuiougu u uas no im-

mediate or legitimate connexion with any
thinir before the Senate. It is to embrace
the opportunity of expressing my deep re
gret at a sentiment attributed by the public
journals to a highly distinguished and esti-

mable countryman of ours in another part
of the Capitol, which implied a doubt as to
the validity of the title of Louis Philippe to
the Throne of France, inasmuch as it was
neither acquired by conquest nor descent,
and raising a question as to his being the
lawful monarch of the French people. It
appears to me that, after the memorable rev
olution of July, in which our illustrious and
lamented friend, Lafayette, bore a part so

eminent and etlectual; and the subsequent
hearty acquiescence of all r ranee in the es
tablishmcnt of the Orleans branch of the
house of Bourbon upon the throne, the pres
cnt King has as good a title to his Crown
as any ot the other sovereigns oi iurcpu
have to theirs, and quite as good as any
which force or the mere circumstance of
birth could confer. And, if an individual
so humble and at such a distance as I am
might be allowed to express an opinion on
the public concerns ofanother country and
another hemisphere, I would add that no
Chief Magistrate ot any nation, amidst dif
ficulties, public and personal, the most conv
olicated and appalling, could have governed
with moro ability, wisdom, and firmness
than have been displayed by Louis Philippe
AH cristendom owes him an acknowledge
ment for his recent successful efforts to pre
vent a war which would have been dis
graceful to Christian Europe a war ari
sin from the inordinate pretentions of an
upstart Mahometan Pacha, a rebel against
his lawful sovereign and a usurper of his
rifihts a war which, if once lighted up,

must have involved all Europe, and have led
to p.onsemiences which it is impossible to
foresee.

I return to the subject immcniately be
fore us.

In tracing the history of that portion of
our public domain which was acquired u

tho war of tho Revolution, we should al

ways recolloct the danger tb the peace and
harmony among the members of the con
fedcracy with which it was pregnant, li

jircncntcd for a long time the ratification of
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the articles of confederation by all the
States, some of them refusing their assent
until a just and equitable settlement was
made of the question of the Crown lands.
The argument they urged as to these lands,
in a waste and unappropriated state, was,
that they had been conquered by the com-

mon valor, the common exertions, and the
common sacrifices of all the States; that
they ought therefore to be the common pro-

perty of all tho States, and that it would be
manifestly wrong and unjust that the States
within whose limits these Crown lands hap-

pened to lie should exclusively enjoy the
benefit of them. Virginia, within whose
boundaries by far the greater part of these
Crown lands were situated, and by whose
separate and unaided exertions on the
bloody theatre of Kentucky and beyond
the Ohio, under the direction of the renown-
ed George Rogers Clarke, the conquest of
most of them' was achieved, was, to her im
mortal honor, among the first to yield to
these just and patriotic views, and by her
magnificicnt grant to the Union powerfully
contributed to restore harmony, and quiet
all apprehensions among the several States.

Among the objects to oe auamcu uy me
cession from the States to the Confedera-
tion of these Crown lands, a very impor-
tant one was to provide a fund to pay the
debts of the Revolution. The Senator from
New. York (Mr. Wright) made it the ob-

ject of a large part of the argument which
he addressed to the Senate, to show the con-

trary; and so far as the mere terms of the
deeds of cession are concerned, I admit the
argument was sustained. No such purpose
appears on the face of the deeds, as far as I
mve examined them.

Mr. Wright here interposed, and said
that he had not undertaken to argue that the
cessions made by the States to the Union
were not for the purpose ot extinguishing
the public debt, but that they were not ex
clusively for that purpose.

It is not material whether they were
made for the sole purpose of extinguishing
the Revolutionary debt or not. 1 think 1

shall be able to show, in the progress of my
argument, that, from the moment of the
adoption of the Federal Constitution, the
proceeds of the public lands ought to have
been divided among the states.

But that the payment of the Revolution
ary debt was one of the objects of the ces
sion, is a matter of incontestable history.
We should have an imperlect idea ot the
intentions of the parties if we confined our
attention to the mere language of the deeds.
In order to ascertain their views we must
examine contemporaneous acts, resolutions,
and proceedings. Une ot these resolutions,
clearly manifesting the purpose I have sta
ted, has probably escaped tho notice of the
Senator trom JNew lork. 11 was a resolu
lion of the old Congress, adopted in April,
178.1, preceding the financial cession trom
Virginia, which was in March, 1784.- -
There had been an attempt to make the ces
sion as early as 1781, but, owing to the con
ditions with which it was embarrassed, and
other difficulties, the cession was not con
summated until March, 1784. The resolution
I refer to bears a date prior to that of the
cession, and must be taken with it, as mdi
cativc of the motives which probably ope
rated on V irgmia to make, and the Confed
eration to accept, that memorable grant. I
will read it:

Resohed, That as a further mean, as well of has
tening the extinguishment of the debts as of ostab
lishins the harmony of the United States, it be re
commended to the States which have passed no acts
towards complying with the resolutions ot Con-

gress of the titb of September and 10th of October,
1780, relative to the cession of territorial claims,
to make the liberal cessions therein recommended,
and to States which may have passed acts comply-
ing with the said resolutions in part only, to revise
and complete such compliance.

That was one of the great objects of the
cession, even ot the out thirteen Mates
had waste Crown land within their limits ;

the other six had none. These complained
that what ought to be regarded as property
common to them all would accrue exclu-
sively to the seven States, by the operation
of the articles of confederation; and, there
fore, for the double purpose of extinguish-
ing the Revolutionary debt, and of estab-
lishing harmony among the States of the
Union, the cession of those lands to the
United States was recommended by Con
gress.

And here let us pause for a moment, and
contemplate the proposition of the Senator
from South Carolina and its possible conse-
quences. We have seen that the possession
by seven Mates ot these public lands, won
by the valor of the whole thirteen, was
cause of so much dissatisfaction to the other
six as to have occasioned a serious impedi
ment to the formation ot the Confederacy;
and we have seen that, to remove all jeal-

ousy and disquietude on that account, in
conformity with the recommendation ot
Congress, the seven States, Virginia taking
the lead, animated by a noble spirit of jus
tice and patriotism, ceded the waste lands
to the United States for the benefit of all the
States. Now what is the measure of the
Senator from South Carolina? It is in ef
fect to restore the discordant and menacing
state of things which existed in 1783, prior
to any cession from the States. It is worse
than that. For it proposes that seventeen
States shall cive ui iinniediatelv or eventu
ally all their interest in tho public lands, ly-

ing in nine States, to those nine States.
Now if tho seven States had refused to cede
at all. thev could at least have asserted that
they fought Great Britain for these lands as
hard as the six. They would have had,
therefore, the apparent right ot conquest
although it was a common conquest. But
the Senator's, proposition is to cede these
public lands from the States which fought
for than in the Revolutionary war to States

that neither fought for them nor had exis
tence during that war. L If the apprehension
ot an appropriation ot these lands to the ex-
clusive advantage of the seven States was
nigh preventing the establishment of the
Union, can it be supposed that its security
and harmony will be unaffected by a trans
fer ot them trom seventeen to nine fctatesf
But the Senator's proposition goes yet fur-the-n

It has been shown that it will estab-
lish a precedent, Which must lead to a ces-
sion from the United States of all the pub-
lic domain, whether won by the sword or
acquired by treaties with foreign Powers,
to new States as they shall be admitted into
the LTnioni

In the second volume of the laws of the
Lnited States will be found the act, know n
as the funding act, which passed in the year
1700. By the last section of that act the
public lands arc pledged, and pledged ex-

clusively, to the payment of the Revolu-
tionary debt until it should be satisfied.
Thus we find, prior to the cession, an in-

vitation from Congress to tho States to
cede the waste lands, among other objects,
for the purpose of paying the public debt;
and, after the cessions were made, one of
the earliest acts of Congress pledged them
to that object. So the matter stood whilst
that debt hung over us. During all that
time there was a general acquiescence in
the dedication of the public lands to that
just object. No one thought of disturbing
the arrangement. But when the debt was
discharged, or rather when, from the ra-
pidity of the process of its extinction, it
was evident that it would soon be dis-

charged, attention was directed to a proper
disposition of the public lands. No one
doubted tho power of Congress to dispose
of them according to its sound discretion.
Such was the view of President Jackson,
distinctly communicated to Congress, in
the message which I have already citied.

"As the lands may now be considered as relieved
from this pledge, the object for which they were
ceded having been accomplished, it is in the dis-
cretion of Congress to dispose of them m such way
as best to conduce to the quiot, harmony, and gen-
eral interest of the American people."

Can the power of Congress to dispose of
the public domain be more broadly assert-
ed? What was then said about revenue?
That it should cease to be a source of rev-
enue! We never hear of the revenue ar-
gument but when the proposition is up to
make an equal and just distribution of the
proceeds. When the favorable, but, as I
regard them, wild and squanderous projects
of gentlemen are under consideration, they
are profoundly silent as to that argument.

I come now to an examination of the
terms on which the cession was made by
the States, as contained in the deeds of
cession. And I shall take that from Vir-
ginia, because it was in some measure the
model deed, and because it conveyed by
far the most important part of the public
lands acquired from the ceding States. I
will first dispose of a preliminary difficulty
raised by the Senator from New York.
That Senator imagined a case, and then
combated it with great force. The case
he supposed was, that the Senator from
Massachusetts and I had maintained that,
under that deed, there was a reversion to
the States, and much of his argument was
directed to prove that there is no reversion,
but that, if there were, it could only be to
the ceding States. Now neither the Sen-

ator from Massachusetts nor I attempted
to erect any such windmill as the Senator
from New York has imagined, and he might
have spared himself the heavy blows which,
like another famed hero, not less valorous
than himself, he dealt upon it. What I
really maintain and have always maintain-
ed is, that accorrding to the terms them-
selves of the deed of cession, although
there is conveyed a common property to
be held for the common benefit, there is
nevertheless an assignment of a separate
use. The ceded land, I admit, is to remain
a common fund for all the States, to be ad-

ministered by a common authority, but the
proceeds or profits were to be appropriated
to the States in severalty, according to a
certain prescribed rule. I contend this is
manifestly true from the words of the deed.
What arc thev? "That all the lands within
'the territory so ceded to the United States,
'and not reserved for or appropriated to
'any of the before mentioned purposes, or
'disposed 'of in bounties to the olhcers and
soldiers of the American Armv, shall be
'considered & common fund for the use and
benefit of such of the United Stales as have
become, or shall become, members of the
'Confederation or federal alliance of the
said States, Virginia inclusive, according
'to their usual respective proportions in the.

'general charge and expenditure, and shall
be faithfully and bona tide disposed ot lor
'that purpose, and for no other use or pur- -

'pose whatsoever.
lhe territory conveyed was to be re-

garded as an inviolable fund for the use
and benefit of such States as were admit-
ted or might be admitted into the Union,
Virginia inclusive, according to their usual
respective proportions in the general charge
and expenditure. It was to ho faithfully
and bona fide administered for that sole
purpose, and for no other purpose whatever.

Where then is the authority for all those
wild, extravagant, and unjust projects, by
which, instead of an administration of the
ceded territory for all tho States and all
tho people of the Union, it is to be grant-
ed to particular States, wasted in schemes
of graduation and n, for the
benefit of the tresspasser, the alien, and the
speculator?

The Senator from New York, pressed
by the argument as to the application of
the fund to the separate use of the States,
deducible from the phrases in tho deed,
"Virginia inclusive," said that the v. wer

T
necessary, because without them Virginia
would have been entitled to no part of the
ceded lands. No? Were they not ceded
lo the United States, was she not one of
those States, and did not the grant to them
include her( Why then were the words
inserted? Can any other purpose be im
agined than that ot securing to Virginia
her separate or "respective" proportion?
The whole paragraph, cautiously and enre-full- y

composed, clearly demonstrates that,
although the fund was to be comnioh, the
title common, the administration common,
the use and benefit were to bo separate
among the several Mates, in the defined
proportions.

The grant was for the benefit of the
States, "according to their usual respective
proportions in the common charge and ex-

penditure." Bear in mind the date of the
deed; it was in 17S1 before the adoption
of tho present Constitution, and whilst the
Articles of Confederation were in force.
What, according to them, was the mode of
assessing the quotas of the different States
towards the common charge and expendi-
ture? It w'as made upon the basis of the
value of all the surveyed land, and the im-

provements, in each State. Each State
was assessed according to the aggregate
value of surveyed land and improvements
within its limits. After that was ascer
tained, the process of assessment was this:
Suppose there were five millions of dollars
required to be raised for the use of the
General Government, and one million of
that five were the proportion of Virginia;
there would be tin account stated on the
books of the General Government with the
State of Virginia, in which she would be
charged with that milllion. Then, there
would be an account kept for the proceeds
of the sales of the public lands; and, if these
amounted to five millions of dollars also,
Virginia would be credited with one mil-
lion, being her fair proportion; and thus the
account would be balanced. It is unne-
cessary to pursue the process villi all the
other States; this is enough to show that,
according to the original contemplation of
the grant, the common tund was for the
separate benefit of the States; and that, if
there had been no change in the form of
Government, each would have been cred-
ited with its share of the proceeds of the
public lands in its account with the Gen-
eral Government. Is not this indisputa-
ble? But let me suppose that Virginia or
any other State had said to the General
Government, "I choose to receive my share
of the proceeds of the public lands into
my separate treasury; pay it to me, and I
will provide in some other mode, more
agreeable to me, for the payment of my
assessed quota of the expenses of the Gen-
eral Government:" can it be doubted that
such a demand would have been legitimate
and perfectly compatible with the deed of
cession? Even under our present system,
you will recollect, sir, that, during the last
war, any State was allowed to assume the
payment of its share of the direct tax, and
raise it, according to its own pleasure or
convenience, from its own people, instead
of the General Government collecting it.

From the period of the adoption of the
present Constitution of the United States,
the mode of raising revenue, for tho ex-

penses of the General Government, has
been changed. Instead of acting upon
the States, and through them upon the
People of the several States, in the form of
assessed quotas or contributions, the Gen-
eral Government now acts directly upon
the people themselves, in the form of taxes,
duties, or excises. Now, as the chief
source of revenue raised by this Govern-
ment is from foreign imports, and as the
consumer pays the duty, it is entirely im-

practicable to ascertain how much of the
common charge and general expenditure is
contributed by any one State to the Union.

By the deed of cession a great and a
sacred trust was created. The General
Government was the trustee, and the States
were the cestuy que trust. According to
the trust, the measure of benefit accruing
to each State from the ceded lands was to
be the measure of burden which it bore in
the general charge and expenditure. But,
by the substitution of a new rule of raising
revenue to that which was in contempla
tion at the time of the execution of the
deed of cession, it has become impossible
to adjust the exact proportion of bunion
and benefit with each other. The meas
ure of burden is lost, although the subject
remains which was to be apportioned ac-

cording to that measure. Who can now
ascertain whether any one of the Slates
has received, or is receiving, a benefit from
the ceded lands proportionate to its burden
in the General Government.' Who can
know that wc avo not daily violating tho
rule of apportiorncnt prescribed by tho
deed of cession? To me it appears clear
that, either from the epoch of the estab
lishment of the present Constitution, or
ccrtamlv from that of the payment ot the
lievoiiuionary item, me proceeds oi '.no
public lands being no longer applied by the
General Government according io that
rule, they ought to have been transferred
to the Stales upon some equitable princi-
ple of division, conforming as near as pos-
sible to the spirit of the cessions. The
trustee not being able, by the change of
Government, to execute the trust agreeably
to tho terms of the trust, ought to have
done, and ought yet to do, that which a
Chancellor would decree if he had juris
diction of tho case make n division of
the proceeds among tho States upon some
rulo approximating as near as practicable
to that of the trust. And what rule can
so well fulfil this condition as that which
was introduced in thu bill which I present-e- d

to the Senate, an ! w'ue'i is contained

MES.
FAYETTE,

in my colleague's amendment? That rule
is founded on Federal numbers, which are
made up of all the inhabitants of the Uni-
ted States other than the slaves, and three- -

lifths of them. The South, surely, should
be the last section to object to a distribution
founded on that rule. And yet, if I right
ly understood one of tho dark allusions of
the Senator from South Carolina. (Mr.
Calhoun.) he has attempted to excito the
jealousy of the North on that very ground.
Be that as it may, I can conceive of no rule
more equitable "than that compound one.
and I think that will be the judgment of all
parts of the country, the objection of that
Senator notwithstanding. Although slaves
are, in a limited proportion, one of the
elements that enter into the rule, it will be
recollected that they are both consumers
and the objects of taxation.

It has been argued that since the fund
was to be a common one, and its adminis-
tration was to be by the General Govern-
ment, the fund ought to be used also bv
that Government to the exclusion of tin;
States separately. But that is a non siyni-tin- :

It may be a common fund, a common
title, and a common or single administra-
tion; but is there any thing, in all that, in-

compatible with a periodical distribution of
the profits of the fund among the parlies
for whose benefit the trust was created.'
What is tho ordinary case of tenants in
common? There the estate is common,
the title is common, the defence, against all
attacks, is common; but the profits of the
estate go to the separate use of. and arc
edjoyed by, each tenant. Does it therefore
cease to be an estate in common?

Again. There is another view. It has
been argued, from the fact that the ceded
lands in the hands of tho trustee were for
the common benefit, that that object could
be no otherwise accomplished than to use
them in the disbursements of the General
Government ; that the General Govern-
ment only must expend them. Now, I do
not admit that. In point of fact, the Gen-
eral Government would cntinuco coffoct
and receive the fund, and as a trustee would
pay over to each State its distributive
share. The public domain would still re-

main in common. Then, as to the expen-
diture, there may be different modes of
expenditure. One is, for the General Gov-
ernment itself to disburse it, in payments
to the Civil list, the Army, the Navy, &c.
Another is, by distributing it among the
States, to constitute them so many agencies
through which the expenditure is effected.

If the General Government and the
State Governments were in two different
countries; if they had entirely distinct and
distant theatres of action, and operated
upon dilterent races ot men, it would be.
another case; but here the two systems of
Government, although for different purpo-
ses, are among the same people, and the
constituency of both of them is the same.
The expenditure, whether made by the one
Government directly, or through the State
Governments as agencies, is all for the hap
piness and prosperity, the honor and the

lory, of one and tne same People.
The subject is susceptible of other illus

trations, of which 1 will add one or two.
Here is a fountain of water held in com-

mon by several neighbors, living around it.
It is a perennial fountain deep, pure, co
pious, and salubrious. Docs it cease to be
common because some equal division is
made bv which the members of each adja
cent family dip their vessels into it and take
out as much as they want ? A tract of
land is held in common by tho inhabitants
of a neighboring village. Does it cease
to be a common property because each
villager uses it for his particular beasts ?

A river is the common highroad of navi
gation to conterminous Powers ot States.
Does it cease to be common because on its
bosom are borne vessels bearing the stripes
and tho stars or the British cross? These,
and other examples which might be given.
prove that the argument, on which so much
reliance has been placed, is not well found
ed, that, because the public domain is held
tor the common benefit ot the States, there
can be no other just application of its pro-
ceeds than through the direct expenditures
of the General Government.

I might have avoided most of th'.s con
sumption of time by following the bad ex-

ample; of quoting from my own produc-
tions; and 1 ask the Sonata, t- excuse one
or two citations from the report I made
in 18:14, in answer to the Veto Message of
President Jackson, as t'.iey present a con-
densed view of tho argument which 1 have
been urging. Spending of the cession
from Virginia, the. report says :

"This deed erected a trust in the U. Statss which
thev are not at, liberty to violate. Km the deed
doLS not t'njiro that the fi nd shuuld he disbursed
in thu payment of the expenses of tho General
Govern' jDnt. ft makes nu sui-.- provision in ex
press Verms, nor is such a duty on the part of the
trii jtco tairly deuuciblo tro;n Hib language ot t tie
.'ieed. On tho contrary, tin Imguage of the deed
seems to contemplate a xeparate usr and enjoyment
of l ho fund by the Static individually, miner than
a pi enervation of it for coninon expenditure. Tii"
fund itself is to be a common fund fur the ue urn'.

benefit of tuck of the United S:ntes as have becount
or shall become members of the Confederation or
federal alliance, Virginia iue.Ui-iv- The grunt is
not tor tlio henetit ot tint Uoideileration, Dot tor
that of the several Suites which compose the Con-

federation. The fund is to h. cinder the manage-
ment of the Confederation lolliM tivcly, and is n

far a comu.ou fund : bin it is to he managed fur the
use and henelit of the Suites individually, and i

so far a separate fund under a iut manugeuieut.
Whilst ilium was a heavy debt existing, created by

thu war of the ltevolutioii, mid by a suiiseiineiit
war, (hero was a Htm ss in npiiKini; the proceeds of
a common fund lo the disci. .ire of u common debt,
which reconciled all! but tlist ilnlu being how dis-

charged, and lhe Ueneral lion-riniien- l no Imirr
stnn lin;; in need of the fund, lliern is evident y

in a division of it ain.'iw tliose r ivlinsr
Use u ml benvtit it wa originally designed, un,)
wli.i.i. .!' "j'liri. it And 'hi c"i(i.'iu'ti.t Jim t

conceive how this appropriation of it, upon princi-
ples ofeqnaHly and justice among the several
States, can be regarded as contrary to either the
letter or spirit nf the deed."

The Senator from New York, assuming
that the whole debt of the Revolution has
not yet been paid by the proceeds of the
public lands, insists that we should continue
to retain the avails of them until a reim-
bursement shall have been effected of all
that has boon applied to that object. But
the public lands were never set apart or
relied upon as the cjclttxirr resource for
the payment of the Revolutionary debt.
To give confidence to public creditors, and
credit to the Government, thev won;
pledged to that object, along with other
means applicable to its discharge. Tins
lebt is paid, and the iiledtre of the public

lands has performed its office. And who
paid what the lands did not ? as it not
the People of the United States ? those
very People 1 whose use, under the guar
dianship nf their Stales, it is now proposed
to dedicate the proceeds of the public.
lands? If the money had been paid by a
foreign Government, the proceeds of the
public lands, in honor and good faith,
would have beet) hound to reimburse it.
But our Revolutionary debt, if not wholly
paid by the public lands, was otherwise paid
out of the pockets of the People who own
tlio lands; and if money has been drawn
from their pockets for a purpose to which
these lands were destined, it creates an ad-

ditional obligation it'Kii Congress fo re- -

jlacc the amount so abstracted by distrib
uting the proceeds among the States for tin;
joneht and the reimbursement of the
People.

But the Senator from New York has ex- -

nluted a most formidable account against
the public domain, tending to show, if it
be correct, that what has been heretofore
egarded. at home and abroad, as a source

of great national wealth, has been a con-
stant charge upon the Treasury and a great
loss to the country. I lit; credit side, ac
cording to his statement, was. 1 believe, one
Kindred and twenty millions, but the debit
ide was much larger.

It is scarcely necessary to remnrk that
t it is easy t j stp.te an account presenting
i balance on the one side or the other, as

may suit the taste or views ot the person
making it up. This may be done by making
charges that have no foundation, oromil- -
ing credits that ought to be allowed, or bv

both. The most certain operation is the
atter, and tlu; Senator, who is a prettv

thorough-goin- g gentleman, has adopted it.
1 lie first item fiat 1 shall notice, with

which. 1 think, he improperly debits the
public lands, is a charge of eighty odd mil- -

ns of dollars, for the cxprhse of conduci
ng our Indian relations, ,ow, it tins

single item can be satisfactorily expunged,
no more need be done to turn a large bal-

ance in favor of the public lands. I ask.
then, with what color of propriety can
the public lands be charged with the entire
expense incident to our Indian relations ?

If tho Government did not own an acre
of public lands, this expense would have
been incurred. The aborigines are here,
our fathers found them in possession of
this land, these woods, and these waters.
The preservation of peace with them, the
fulfilment of the duties of humanity towards
them, their civilization, education, conver-
sion to Christianity, friendly and commer
cial intercourse these are the causes of
the chief expenditure en their account, and
they are quite distinct from the fact of our
possessing the public domain. When every
acre of that domain has gone from vou,
the Indian tribes, if not in the mean time
extinct, may yet remain, imploring you,
for charity's sake, to assist them, and to
share with them those blessings of which,
by the weakness of their nature or the
cruelty of your policy, they have been
stripped. Why, especially, should the pub-
lic lands be chargeable with that large
portion of the eighty odd millions of dol-

lars, arising from the removal of the In-

dians from the east to the west sides of the
Mississippi? They protested against it.
They entreated you to allow them to re-

main at the homes ar.d by the side of the
graves of their ancestors; but vour stern
and rigorous policy would not allow you
to listen to their sinm hcations. 1 he iblio
domain, instead of being justly chargeable
with the expense of iheir removal, is enti-
tled to a large credit for the vast territorial
districts, beyond the Mississippi 'which it
furn'.shed. for the settlement of thecmU
grunt Indians.

1 feel that 1 have not strength to go
through all tne items of the Senator s ac- -

count, nor need 1. 1 lie deduction oi tins
ingle item will leave a neti balance in favor
I' the public lands of between sixty and

seventy minions oi do.uu.s.
What, after all, is the Senator's mooV

of stating the account with the public lauds?
lias he taken any more than a mere counting--

house view of them ? Has he exhibit-- ,

cd any thing more than any
or clerk might make out in any of the

Departments, as probably it was prepared,
cut and dry, to the Senator's liands ? Are
there no higher or more statesmanlike
views to be taken of the public lands, and
of the acquisitions of Louisiana and Flori-
da, than the account fif dollars ami cents
which the Senator has presented? I have
said that the SetitUor, by the double pro-

cess of erroneous insertion and unjust sup-

pression of itvins. has shaped an account
to suit his argument, which presents any
thing but a full and fair statement c f the
case. And is it not so .' Louisiana cost
fifteen millions ef dollars. And, if you
, , . i .. li - , i
had me power oi selling, now niuny nun
ilIred millions of dollars would vou now
ask for the States of Louisiana. Missouri,
and Arkansas people, land, and all? I;
the sovereignty which you acquired of thu
two provinces of Louisiana and Florida
nothing! Are the public buildings and
works, the fortifications, cannon and othor-arms- ,

independent of the public lands,,
nothing? Is the navigation of the great
father of waters, which you secured from
the head to the ni u:tli, i.n both sides of th
river, bv the pur Iki.sc of Louisiana. ! the

I C',.,.i.i, i'h i..,,. t
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